Dear Homy, IO/ 4/12 

Because 1 expect vo get to your clriiter toaorroe I reroad your letter- of 5/11 
earlier today chile waiting for ajr wife when we were on an errand. 

1 appreciate your fortluirhtfuiness. It neJaes bo wonder if I was clear enough. 
So I’ll try to be* 



While prefer tliat other writers whole, sahre ny views, I’ll help anyone I can 
if I believe he is h onest or if there are other considerations. Bight now I’m trying 
to help a fellow I have every reason to believe is a former FBI SI and whose views I 
know do not coincide with mine. I believe Blakey was and is dishonest but I’ve 
helped Me by helping Inld and Jin and by providing Mai. .with an affidavit. Ky views 
end Bud's do not coincide in many areas but tliat does not intdrfer with personal 
liking for him and Pat. I certainly do not like National Enquirer journalism but Itve 
been their consultant and I should have been. For a while I even did it without charge. 
When it got to taking too much time, I asked them to pay me and they were very fair. 
I've spent days with reporters I knew would write what A would not like and I’ll do 
it again. So oven if 1 were convinced, as I am not, that I® intended doing what I will 
notifies like, I'd still try to help, as you with Epstein, for whatever good it might 
do. But I have no question about your intention to be honest. If I did# I'd not have 
taSpon much tine and K’d not have offered to take more. I would like to be able to get 
back to my own writing, for o '■••ample. (The na ga S: reason I haven’t is because there are 
too many other interruptions, like affidavits. Bud asked .ia to phone me and ask ine 
to help and that is enough credentials. So I did not intend to suggest that you will 
write other than what you believe or that HD had laid down an inflexible line or 
anything like that. Have no concern on this score. AM as with Kosenko, I won’t twist 
vour arm. 



Nor do I have any feelings against or pi*ejudices about popularizations* They can 
be very useful for the many who are not particularly interested in definitive details. 

I’ll send your chapter back and will regard it as confidential. Remember, I deal 
with competitive reporters all the tine and some -of those who ’vs asked me to be 
their consultant also asked ne not to disclose their identities, o problem. 

Whatever- you call it, I think a chapter on the autopsy is important. Feel free 
to use any of my work and you can have xeroxes of documents if you plan to have an 
appendiw. Here I cution you not to handle it as a separate tiling. I’m not presuming 
you i-jill, but I don’t know how muc you have learned and it is only part of the , 
corpus delicti. If you do anything like this then you should get copies of all I’ve 
filed in C.A. 75-226, woth exhibits and pix, because aside from what I dc directly 
related to the tests and the subjects of the tests there is an enormous amount of 
additional and pertinent information, like evidence of other shots, Jim Tague's 
personal affidavit, the emotional and quite ungramatical written observations of 
Officer Jackson, which the FBI avoided and I got, etc. All of this had an ad red 
dimesnion, in addition to a fair amount of it being new and unpublished! I subjected 
it to the testing of Wigmore's engine. The DJ and FBI did not attempt to refute it. 

to /ne 

Guinn's work! it is entirely unacceptable/ for two basic reasons - even if it 
is accurate — if I didn't mention this before. He agreed to malic no cbpper tests 
eventhough lie made the original study for DJ on a DJ grant to establish the super- 
iority of copper in NAAs and he knows the specimens lie was given to test do not 
match the official descriptions of then. Most experienced and honest lawyers who deal 
with exports will tell you tliat they arc- suspect because they come up with what is 
expected of them. There also is a question of his friendships, particularly with 
the FBI’s Gallagher. 



tliose Frasier 



pages I mentioned are attached to affidavits in 75-226. 



By the- way, 




you decide you do vnnt capic 
so~:--'-ono other than in doing 11 
thuii to the xeroxing cenposy c. 

^ou n.ak do a elan to use t 

sttlj. have toon and use then first. They are now public domain in any event because 
they are evidence in the suit. 

Por whatever reason, and. I'_p no idea what it is, i,j ary hasn't responded in years 
so then, is no point in a y asking her about Oswald's tan returns. 



please ask Bud to have then nadc for you with 
1Jo c ^ ?t -’coop up :.s it is. A g.d.1 cai take 
;et them ready for coins there, etc. 

*W urf.er notes. As of now, no. But if I did you could 



rina, kicwing my name, phe 



nod no 



nc and 



asked for help, 1 oi 

ri . 



noming with them. 



enuine. Shaw's alibi on this is 
didn’t know he had otbc 



do knew that 

- ~ - — i- . — erc-d proceeded to 

c.c wh&t l could, arid suddenly she fell silent. She knew I'm Jewish when she phoned. 

I don't dismiss the Garrison mutter in tote. He may not have realized <t but h« 
was utterly inrresponsiblo and speetacalarly incompetent. To say nothing of dishonest, 

I know of nothing of substance he came up with. On the other hand, the Clinton 
people, who do not Originate with him, impressed mo rvv»h . t opo^t 
the answer but I believe nil were ge; 
false. That doesn't male; th-n right about him but if 
motive for Tying it would make me more suspicious, 

I don' t have the hoove annotation referring to Ford as a toad. It was not a rong 
w.:ic records I got, although I supposedly got all. George Lsrdaer phone me after he 
road i, an a copy the Poor got. x asked him about this s ee time ago and he told me 
the Post litis put those records in storage. I don't know if anyone in the FBI would 
vjant to be helpful, bur I'd certainly like to see it used. 

If I undernt aid ub-ro you ;u>e geo jug on Hoover, there may be other nemos, -ou 
ar^,^ to cue. hrtnenouck sxuff, wliioh I have- in a subject file and can get 

easily. One x thxmr you sho<ud read is the BeLoaoh memo on the Hanchfictor interview. 

->ove^^ rri>. ‘acs in a - %: ji~ he entered the cose whan lie had no legal authority or 
justification, before iS3 asked him to. I have a separate FBI subject file mmaz 
cill u "control” because centra* in the nemo of the FBI's game inwall major cases. 

* Js f r , ^ 1,0 ~ 0H \ r *pA'? 3 a- 1 it, one in particular never used is an SAC memo spoiling 
out that the sal had the case solved, not to investigate it (even though the Com- 
mission continued for months thereafter) but if they heard of any Oswald (only) 
conspiracy angle, follow it up. 

We had. oral argument before she appeals court last week in the snectro/KAA 
case, 75-226. After it was over Jim suggested that I mention the potential to you. 
x did, sometime ago. H wevor, he feels that it is possible we'll got a remand that 
oruers a trial to dotexium whether the shirt-collar and curbstone tests be repeated. 

If you?KD want in, fing, and you can have it first in terms of getting credit for 
Ije interest in it. I' e asked that it be sons with the press present. Both, that is. 

It would attract attention to your coming book And I an without doubt about the 
results. The holes in the collar do not coincide because they were cuts frora a 
scalpel and not from a bullet and without any Question the curbstone was a) 
patched; Taj the FBI knot it; aid c) they removed the page so stateing from what they 
sen^ the v 0 mm.ss 2 . 0 n. Iris also is in a 75-226 affidavit. (This is part of what I mean 
above in my offering evidenced for testing. The FBI lies, blinks but does not confront. 

ttorfly even more amazi ng that the Bp ua /angels? 



In^a way i. 



'-he things I miss is getting arouni moro, oven on out own five acres. I'm not 
supposed to fall, etc, I'm unsteady on unever ground, and the bad foot won't take 
any irregularity, _ so I've not been throu^i my own woods in six months. I plan to do it 
soon, in preparation for winter. I have a boy helping after school when there is 
no high school JY football gome or practise. 

0j - courso you can't tolas 75 pages for the acoustical controversy. But I have 

Of 



th 



nonareh be 







oubliohcd PHI records that can help you, huts and bolts stuff about the 
* , t,. ; r cV h'Yv n sent Dellas -.jeopie and Jim for the 31akey case Bud us 
e/’het I r'd not keep in «y ova subject file. 1 didn’t know uhen teat the 



lallas people 



sonc dips* 



wre fueding and Jin nislsys things easily. Recently a had send In 

vscords you nay find attractive if you 



.so nav* 



raake — nation of the* paiei or" *2* hirhias. I have U & which virtually 

dpellscT out that the intent is to have it outside FOIA. That is is and was known to 
be outside POIA when it was conceived is pretty specific. 

The conridttee in its lifetime and Blabsy now ar hoist by tharr own J®stzs 
retard of trying to kill the corpus delicti. 22 Is there reason to believe, aside 
j.'rcn the interpretation; ;of the tape(s), that there was another aiott Oi ccurso, 
nuchj and sove without any substantial question. Sosa© ns no</ wins definirxvo, ou. ^ 
the FBI’s laanner and method with it tends -to give it norc substance* Again., nuon or 
this iii those 75-226 affidavits. Includes reports of other allots and how the FBx 
(ffiis)hsindlocl then. Sonc of the test results an then are at issue in that case. 

Ye- I’ll bo glad to read your* autopsy chapter. - ! hope that in -t_you vk.j.1 
compare Hwaos* testimony before the VIC and BSCA and with the receipts i publish 
in xM. 

I 5 :- -orry about the typos. Until the noxt affidavit, the prospects oj wh.cn ncke 
r,\y wife and rse s' Hinder, I*v« nueh to catch up on. 



Best wishes. 




